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atudents 
lax rue 
expend 
wealth

students 
tax rate 
expend 
wealth

Grand Prairu ISO
13,812
0.80 
$3172 
$156,317

KkhenketUAQ
31.116
0.95 
$3914 
$406,574

CofpMISD
1243 student! 
0.78 tax rate
$4757 expend
$1,i54,!2C wealth

I

I

students 
tax rate 
expend 
wealth

students 
tax rate 
expend 
wealth

Mfiwittf ISD
18,457
0.69
$2812 
$158,521

De Sole ISD
4158
0.97 
$2939
$185,957

a

EanM£LAnui£lU£Q 
12690
0.67 
$4014 
$542,245

aludenU 
tax cate 
expenditure 
wealth

Irvine ISD
18,540
0.71 
$3355 
$343,644

students 
tax rate 
expend 
wealth

Hiehland Park ISD
4025 students
048 tax rate
$4836 expend
$1,074,117 wealth

QaSaslSP
117,764 
0.65 
$3332 
$443,998

students 
tax rate 
expenditure 
wealth

PwtcaitiWr ISD 
8135
0.90 
$3028
$216,871

students 
tax rate 
expend 
wealth

GadiaiidJSQ.
students 
tax rate 
expenditure 
wealth

Dallas
28,792 
080 
$3022 
$209,938

County
!

•••*♦ District does not 
offer all 12 grades

Sunnyyalf ISP
277
0.68 
$3973 
$540352

students 
tax rate 
expenditure 
wealth

*****

Cedar Hill ISD
2121
1.23 
$3571 
$250,597

students 
tax rate 
expenditure 
wealth

Lancaster ISD 
3190 
1.06 
$3172 
$223,013

students 
tax rate 
expend 
wealth

Wiliatr- 
Hutchine ISD
3881 students
1.44 tax rate
$3513 expend
$99,097 wealth

I
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District does not

IVILDORADO ISE

Walcott ISD
53
0.76 
$7536 
$412,441

students 
tax rate 
expenditure 
wealth

4506 
0.69 
$2620 
$104,348

students 
tax rate 
expenditure 
wealth

HEREF IRI i isd

^5

VIKAS IDUCAIKM AGCNCY 
DBTmCT KXMAt MUG •» CMMH

NO •* 14 MO. OV MJ

OCHEIIAI. HIGHWAY MAP

DEAF SMITH COUNTY 
TEXAS

Ul PERMnMMWMtttmn
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District does not offer all 12 grades

A

0.75
$3995
$375,955

Cutro ISD
students1682
tax rate

$2975 expenditure
$109,480 wealth

Mtwnniitt ISD
students
tax rate
expenditure
wealth

WatteffISD 
students 
tax rate 
expend 
wealth

$4351 
$277,883

) 
I

/
/>

Qr
X XX

NerdhtutlSD
126 atudents
0.75 tax rate
$5960 expenditure
$491,c05 wealth

Yorktown ISD
768 students
1.20 tax rate
$3712 expenditure
$147,807 wealth

TEXAS EDUCATION AGENCY 
THSTWCT 30UAM MAES. BY COUNTY

NO.OTSQ. NO Of »Q. TOTH
county ■AC* IN MU* IN no. or

SQUhRtOWTWICT own cm**
NO D0VWEVMMB cownrv COUNTS! ■An
<M own COUNTY
0*2101 CUENQMO n* 21 tmmm NONOtCtMiSC 10$ • sotmm VQMINIOO IM T> 1*1
mtmt vomiTOWMfw m 0 so*
(■MO* WCITMOM ISO 0 ft
<■0*9* MmowALf a© m id M

COUNTY TOTAL *ii

Yoakum ISD
1416
1.04 
$3447 
$165,677

students 
tax rate 
expenditure 
wealth

GENERAL HIGHWAY MAP 

DE WITT COUNTY 
TEXAS

»|<M> M
AH RWWIMI Qf HOHNAYl 
MAfVSLtc tmnmcntmwm

u.i MRMfMfftr or YiuraRmnoN
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District does not offer all 12 grades

V- -

OmKTMUMB

students 
tax rate 
expenditure 
wealth

FnalSD
1016 i
0.90 i
$4858 <
$510,220 wealth

students 
tax rate 
expenditure

Benavides ISD
685
1.10 
$5475 
$249,966

students 
tax ratetax rate re:
expenditure p 
wealth >

NAVJDES J10

RtmimCSD 
52 
1.10 
$6700 
$438,170

eetdenta 
tax rale 
expenditure 
wealth

*****

ttNCRAL MISKWaV MAF
DUVAL COUNTY 

TEXAS 
twt QoJS&nqr

• t WStfTMOn ty rose IKJN w

San PifgulSQ 
1504 
1.44 
$3649 
$140,437

i '
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Anrtenp fSD
430 *nu
0.87 tax
$3569 exp 
$123,668 wei

<
/

rt

A

students 
tax rate 
expend 
wealth

students 
tax rate 
expend 
wealth

students 
tax rate 
expenditure 
wealth

San EUzario iSD
693
1.28 
$3713 
$45,194

Fabtm iSD
1694
0.93 
$2927
$43,134

&

/ 
c 

o

SAN EUZARIQJSP ■

GgsaahdSR 
2622 
0.64 
$2792 
$86,(32

undents 
tax rate 
expendin',it 

wealth

£L£aiaJSU
53,548
0.67 
$3127 
$122,724

*

- 1

YsletalSD
43,753 students
0.77 tax rate
$3072 expenditure
$83,842 wealth
(has 3 separate blocks)

- ------------------------------------------------]

Clint1SD
.1339 students
1.32 tax rate
$3437 expenditure
$142,185 wealth

A------------ a

Socorro IUD
6746 students
0.75 lax rate
$2985 expend
$77,255 wealth

<
c

■r~

■ —

Tornillo ISP
313 students
1.10 tax rate
$3555 expend
$67,827 wealth

GfNCRAl HIGHWAY MAP 
CL PASO COUNTY 

TEXAS 
•Mil CI«M*ha(l*tV MOMMIt 

WMUMMRR)»(atW 

v> agMiwiir a> Swy oa ww

rows soucMta* aoucv 
BUTWICT SQUMS Mil SV CSUHTt
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RlufHiakJSD.
40
0.62 
$4906 
$521,814

0.55
$4270
$739386

students
tax rate
expenditure
wealth

SiahenniHt ISD
2498
0.65
$2939
$183,644

Law.War Cap
students
tax rate

wealth

Dublin ISP
students
tax rate

wealth

TEXAS EiUCATtON AGENCY 
OBTRICT SQUARE MILES. RY COUNTY

MO . O’SQ.
NMH MUY*
SWT OUT*

NO W1KTKUO CdUMTT
on ERM* COUNTY
o»qk THREE WAT Cttl M

MUNIS)
0ZMU ETEWENWlU ® m
OH» M* DAU 30 «o
onwo NUCRABAVSO
on» UNQUVMU 30 in
omio tfOROANIKU «0 M
oira «*MU30 tl
Mm OEUONIW f
com MC0 3D M
II iw l»AW30 »
icroi GORDON 3D M
l«NM UNTO ISO 

COUfTV TOTAL
K

LOES

GENERAL HIGHWAY MP 
ERATH COUNTY 

TJiXAS 
fMT! gCFMTWNT* MMMI 

MVnMUC HUNURMOMB

UAwmraono

Linsleville ISD
168 students
0.80 tax rate
$3512 expenditure
$195,225 wealth

/ J \ X'W

Huckabav ISP .
113 students

*** 0.68 tax rate
$3703 expenditure
$407,680 wealth

if' Montan Mitt ISD
59 students
0.38 tax rale
$3213 expend
$470,583 wealth

*****
--- KM -------JTKJ V

expenditure

expenditure

15-



Fisher
Nolan
Counties

«««««

District does not 
oner all 12 grades

Kntan ISO
469 students
0.86 tax rate
$3730 expenditure 
$172,810 wealth

0.88
$3164
$118,133

students
tax rate
expenditure

Sweetwater 1SD
2608
0.95
$2889

students
1.03 tax rate
$6121

students
tax rate
expenditure
wealth

BLbHuJSP.
26 students
0.53 tax rate
$10,807 expend 
$1,769,619 wealth

fittfa-ISC
V \ 342 students

0.86 tax rate
$3071 expend
$123,289 wealth

*—I—
i_JJr MeCaagw ISP
IK 113 students
y / 0.93 tax rate

! T $5486 expend
$31X658 wealth

fj"l\ " 1 ' *

j

( RessjifJSP.

expenditure
$549,219 wealth

BlatkwgBJSH
195
0.65
$5907
$651,848 wealth

students 
tax rate 
expenditure
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Doufhtrti ISP
18
9.67 
$8394 
$629,951

LocknevlSD
687
0.67 
$3127 
$105,444

students 
tax rate 
expenditure 
wealth

***** District does not offer all 12 grades

o South Plains 1SD
30
0.62 
$4859 
$428,234

students 
tax rate 
expenditure 
wealth

..T
Flovdada ISP
1173 students
0.70 tax rate
$3017 expenditure
$95,815 wealth

atudenta 

tax rate 
expend 
wealth General highway map 

FLOYD COUNTY 
TEXAS 

•w< MMarSm'w Mmara mdrxlk ruMMainan
Ui MMrnmr o»
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18,457
0.69
$2812 
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4158
0.97 
$2939
$185,957

a
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12690
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$4014 
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0.71 
$3355 
$343,644

students 
tax rate 
expend 
wealth

Hiehland Park ISD
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048 tax rate
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$1,074,117 wealth
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117,764 
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students 
tax rate 
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0.90 
$3028
$216,871

students 
tax rate 
expend 
wealth
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students 
tax rate 
expenditure 
wealth

Dallas
28,792 
080 
$3022 
$209,938

County
!

•••*♦ District does not 
offer all 12 grades

Sunnyyalf ISP
277
0.68 
$3973 
$540352

students 
tax rate 
expenditure 
wealth

*****

Cedar Hill ISD
2121
1.23 
$3571 
$250,597

students 
tax rate 
expenditure 
wealth

Lancaster ISD 
3190 
1.06 
$3172 
$223,013

students 
tax rate 
expend 
wealth

Wiliatr- 
Hutchine ISD
3881 students
1.44 tax rate
$3513 expend
$99,097 wealth
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District does not

IVILDORADO ISE

Walcott ISD
53
0.76 
$7536 
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students 
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District does not offer all 12 grades

A

0.75
$3995
$375,955

Cutro ISD
students1682
tax rate

$2975 expenditure
$109,480 wealth

Mtwnniitt ISD
students
tax rate
expenditure
wealth

WatteffISD 
students 
tax rate 
expend 
wealth

$4351 
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NerdhtutlSD
126 students
0.75 tax rate
$5960 expenditure
$491,c05 wealth

Yorktown ISD
768 students
1.20 tax rate
$3712 expenditure
$147,807 wealth
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District does not offer all 12 grades
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$510,220 wealth
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expenditure

Benavides ISP
685
1.10 
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tax ratetax rate re:
expenditure p 
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1.10 
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students 
tax rate 
expend 
wealth

students 
tax rate 
expend 
wealth

students 
tax rate 
expenditure 
wealth

Sun EUuuiv ISD
693
1.28 
$3713 
$45,194

Fabtni ISD
1694
0.93 
$2927
$43,134

&
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SAN EUZARIQJSP ■

Anrtenp ISD
430 *nu
0.87 tax
$3569 exp 
$123,668 wei

GgeaaulSR
2622
0.64 
$2792 
$86,(32

undents 
tax rate 
expendin',it 

wealth

ELEmaJSD
53,548
0.67 
$3127 
$122,724

*

- 1

YsletalSD
43,753 students
0.77 tax rate
$3072 expenditure
$83,842 wealth
(has 3 separate blocks)

- ------------------------------------------------]

Clint ISD
.1339 students
1.32 tax rate
$3437 expenditure
$142,185 wealth

A------------ a

Socorro ISD
6746 students
0.75 lax rate
$2985 expend
$77,255 wealth

<
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Tornillo ISD
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1.10 tax rate
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$67,827 wealth
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RlufHiakJSD.
40
0.62 
$4906 
$521,814

0.55
$4270
$739386

students
tax rate
expenditure
wealth

SiahenniHt ISD
2498
0.65
$2939
$183,644

students
tax rate

wealth

Dublin ISP
students
tax rate

wealth

TEXAS EiUCATtON AGENCY 
OBTRICT SQUARE MILES. RY COUNTY

MO . O’SQ.
NMH MUY*
SWT OUT*

NO W1KTKUO CdUMTT
on ERM* COUNTY
o»qk THREE WAT Cttl M

MUNIS)
0ZMU ETEWENWlU ® m
OH» M* DAU 30 «o
onwo NUCRABAVSO
on» UNQUVMU 30 in
omio tfOROANIKU «0 M
oira «*MU30 tl
Mm OEUONIW f
com MC0 3D M
II iw l»AW30 »
icroi GORDON 3D M
l«NM UNTO ISO 

COUfTV TOTAL
K

LOES

GENERAL HIGHWAY MP 
ERATH COUNTY 

TJiXAS 
fMT! gCFMTWNT* MMMI 

MVnMUC HUNURMOMB

UAwmraono

Linsleville ISD
168 students
0.80 tax rate
$3512 expenditure
$195,225 wealth

/ J \ X'W

Huckabav ISP .
113 students

*** 0.68 tax rate
$3703 expenditure
$407,680 wealth

if' Montan Mitt ISD
59 students
0.38 tax rale
$3213 expend
$470,583 wealth

*****
--- KM -------JTKJ V

Law.War Cap

expenditure

expenditure
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Fisher
Nolan
Counties

«««««

District does not 
oner all 12 grades

0.88
$3164
$118,133

students
tax rate
expenditure

Sweetwater ISD
2608
0.95
$2889

students
1.03 tax rate
$6121

students
tax rate
expenditure
wealth

Kntan ISD
469 students
0.86 tax rate
$3730 expenditure 
$172,810 wealth

(

OidikiJSIl
26 students
0.53 tax rate
$10,807 expend 
$1,769,619 wealth

RessjifJSD.

fittfa-ISCV \ 342 students
0.86 tax rate
$3071 expend
$123,289 wealth

*—I—
i_JJr MeCaagw ISD
IK 113 students
y / 0.93 tax rate

! T $5486 expend
$31X658 wealth

fj"l\ " 1 ' *

j

expenditure
$549,219 wealth

BlatkwgBJSH
195
0.65
$5907
$651,848 wealth

students 
tax rate 
expenditure
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I
I
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I
I
I
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LocknevlSD
687
0.67 
$3127 
$105,444

students 
tax rate 
expenditure 
wealth

***** District does not offer all 12 grades

o South Plains ISD
30
0.62 
$4859 
$428,234

students 
tax rate 
expenditure 
wealth

..T
Flovdada ISD
1173 students
0.70 tax rate
$3017 expenditure
$95,815 wealth

Doufhtrti ISD
18
9.67 
$8394 
$629,951

atudenta 

tax rate 
expend 
wealth General highway map 

FLOYD COUNTY 
TEXAS 

•w< MMarSm'w Mmara 
mdrxlk ruMMainan

Ui MMrnmr o»
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MAPGENERAL HIGHWAYGRIMES COUNTY TEXAS 
rr*Tt otFMtrutKT or kimkavb 

MORIRJC nuUSaMTATtOH

IMD1

students
tax rale

wealth

Navasota ISD
2412
0.76
$2734
$141333

tola ISD
245 students
0.64 tax rate
$4784 expenditure
$630374

J-

wealth 
tt—n---- “J

TEXAS EDUCATION AGENCY ' 
□STRICT SQUARE ISLES, EY COUNTY

»ww

U* OCFMHMUn Of TWUCrWTATXX

415 students
0.52 tax rate
$3813 expenditure
$384,635 wealth

RisbetAJSD
123
0.88 
$4793 
$303,802

studentfl
tax rate 
expend 
wealth

expenditure

I ■ I
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«

students 
tax rate 
expenditure 
wealth

•♦♦♦♦ District does not

TIMM tOUCATBM Afit NCV

103
0.78 
$4565 
$163,008

0.85 
$3115 
$138,597

students 
tax rate 
expenditure 
wealth

•CNCMU, Highway map 
HAUL COUNTY 

TEXAS »U'« OlHrSwi Or

Memphis ISP 
students 
tax rate 
expenditure 
wealth

549
0.95 
$3353 
$128,388

EittRinflSU37
0.65 
$9534 
$452,740

students 
tax rate 
expenditure 
wealth

-20-
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Childress ISP
1096 students
0.80 tax rate
$2576 expenditure
$108,947 wealth

CHMJCHESS
TEX*S mat ■mnunlrI
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I
SeriMjSD
13,647 •tudenta
1.03 tax rate
$4350 expend
$302,309 wealth

I
I

I

•tudenta 
tax rale 
expend 
wealth

HotHLfsnSJSi 
14,126 
1.12 
$3182 
$66,181

9

HarrisI County ■tudenta 
tax rale 
expend 
wealth

aludente 
lax rate 
expend 
wealth

•tudenta 
tax rate 
expend 
wealth

AUrflSD
20,714
1.07 
$4187 
$345,241

students 
tax rate 
expend 
wealth

Uoom Cntk ISD
15,149
0.89 
$4025 
$316,043

■tudenta
tax rale
expend
wealth

$3887
$197,701

20,995

La Porta ISD

TanbaBISD
3645 ■tudenta
1.24 lax rate
$3967 expend
$298,663 wealth

1911 
1.19 
$3333 
$121,941

I
I

I

Kafr ISD
13,723
0.90 
$4554 
$399,253

Cxprai-Eairbanks ISD. 
27,779 
1.00
$4116
$351,478

students 
tax rate 
expenditure 
wealth

Aiding ISD
32,363
0.64 
$2605 
$255,784

■tudenta 
tax rate 
expend 
wealth

Spring Branch ISD 
24,046
0.92 
$4106 
$403,173

•tudenta 
lax rate 
expend 
wealth

UeusteiUSD
166,867 
0.68
$3154 
$376,978

HnmbUlSD
14,421
1.15 
$3967 
$211,584

•ludents 
tax rate 
expend 
wealth

Shrldon ISD 
3890
0.98 
$4632 
$424,703

■tudenta 
tax rate 
expend 
wealth

Chmttthimr ISD 
4721
1.01 
$3944
$196,576

CmhrlSD
2758 ■tudenta
0.87 tax tale
$3176 expend
$188,664 wealth

■tudenta 
tax rate 
expend

1.02 
$3138
S4Q1J18 W8«lih

>_____ 1 1
Qplfnn Porft ISD 
11,822 undents 
0.83 tax rate
$2899 expend 
$195,350 wealth

DnrJtetlSD 
7808 iludenta
0.72 tax rate
$4846 expend 
$681,243 wealth

-22



I • r

Anton ISD
367
1.03 
$4256 
$180,714

I

3ZE

MortonJSD 
723 
0.96 
$3952 
$96,076

students 
tax raletax rate i
expenditure CZ j~ 
wealth

a.L.

WhabanaUSH
139 students
1.14 tax rate
$4779 expenditure 
$244,294 wealth

students 
tax rate 
expend 
wealth

tUtdwsJSD.
64
0.39

students 320
0.30
$9646 
$2,766,045 wealth

students 
tax. rate 
expenditure

loextHaoAlSll
3522
0.65
$3779 
$420,886

students 
tax rate 
expenditure 
wealth

»

SmxtrJSff
261
0.85 
$5596 
$506,419

students 
tax rate 
expend 
wealth

Sundown ISD
512
0.31
$8155
$2,367,639 wealth

* ,i

X.

1
TV

students 
tax rate 
expenditure

OSBaJSIl
333
0.92 
$3813 
$135,002

students 
tar, rate 
expenditure 
wealth

Hockley - Cochran Counties
-23-



1

NGLEIMO

undents 
Ux rate 
cpraend

-w
SaafaOJSD
1141
0.97
*3055
$156,744

408 
040 
$6626 
$1,420,154 wealth

Gruver ISD
511 students
0.73 tax rate
$4719 expenditure
$448,999 wealth

I
Prmgif'lAmt ISO.
68
0.53
$9347
$1,954,724 wealth

students 
tax rate 
expend

undents 
tax rate 
expend 
wealth

9 SS9 ssss---------------

Stinnett ISD
539 students
0.97 tax rate
$6018 expenditure
$328,128 wealth

BaetalSD 
2718 
0.98 
$3138 
$197,058

'."'I '.rl' ■

5r /I
y
24

— : Hutchinson-
Hansford County

£ Soeorman ISD
768 students
0.81 tax rate

- $4123 expenditure
$371,001 wealth

PlflTKHH ISD. 
students 
tax rate 
expend 
wealth

$6057 
$812,685

"24

***** District does not offer all 12 grades

Spring Creek ISD
29 students
0.58 tax rate
$15,390 expenditure 
$1,950,067 wealth

•tudenli
tax rale
expend
wealth

«



firftfirt* l$D
394 students
0.61 tax rate
$5603 expend
$762,059 wealth

GlNtaAk
JASPER county 

TWAS 
tun a**’*"’’» MAAE HUMramMO

WA MMW fl»JSSKa***’

HKtHWAV MAP

■■VWUI *■> 
<vao*i< no 
•CO* *|O 
d*«29K« KO 
OEMtV W*

students
tax rate

wealth

1467
0.80
$2778
$102,662

2985
1.14
$2951
$118,732

students
tax tale
expenditure
wealth

Bntoluland ISD
195 students
0.77 tax rale
$4758 expenditure
$528,315 wealth

nrT^rrrrrri

COLMESNEIL KO

expenditure

uisTVILL

Buna ISD
1524 students
0.79 tax rate
$2502 expenditure
$96,832 wealth

I WBF" 1 ' i

-25-



itn

students 
tax rate 
expend 
wealth

Nederland ISD 
4320
0.95
$3684 
$231,631

GENERAL HIGHWAY MAP .

JEFFERSON COUNTYTEXAS
STM f. OtPOSTULMT OT HBHWWS 

AWIjrUMC nwyorrAftOH

MX mpantmlnun nwcwrvAnoN 
RMMfc H—l«.w»

students
tax rate
expenditure
wealth

19266
0.86
$3481
$257,013

ARTHUR ISO I /
/'

I

✓1 i

Beaumont ISD (abotei
FwtNfchft
4418
1.13 
$3876 
$261,466

students 
tax rate 
expend 
wealth

Hamshire-Fanneit ISD
UW/ S<Uu£DtS p'€*-

* 1.03 tax rate
$4270 expenditure
$316,417 wealth i

"1--t . 1. —. ■ M< ■ r- ««

I

ifTTr -
' i AI ft) T 3

Sabine Pass ISD
208 students
0.49 tax rate
$9492 expend
$1,593,725 wealth

7'35^8^
1 « TEXAS EDUCATION AGENCY 

DISTRICT SQUARE MILES. BY COUNTY

«O9K NO. OP BQ
COUNTY HU1A NUBK
0NTWC1 tmnoN OTHER
NO. district mm* COUNTY COUNTIES
It* JEFFERSON COUNTY
ii»i Kaumony fW M 0
lisscs NEOEWLANOaO IB 0
itnor PORT ARTHUR ISO n 0
iJMQt PORT NCCMCS ISO 81 0
imio south paw mo 130 0
turn wrMPAtamo <11 0
imi« MAMSMM FM*fTT «D n* G
loom hakhn-^fyewon mo IM Ml

COUNTY TOT At ijeo

-26

Pert Arthm ISP
10,798
0.88 
$3951 
$293,233

students 
tax rate 
expenditure 
wealth



I

students 
tax rate 
expenditure

La Gloria ISD 
77
0.68 
$5257
$598,244 wealth

• • *

tKNtXAL HIGHWAY MAP 

JIM WELLS COUNTY 
TEXAS

■un MnAMun v iwwo 
wenif nuMRmanBi

Orange Grove ISD
W1Q
0.73 
$2514 
$79,763

students 
tax rale 
expenditure 
wealth

I
K 

~ I
I • 
I

Alice ISD
5930 students
0.86 tax rate
$2811 expenditure
$101,467 wealth

• ’«BA — ' • £

; r tn

■a 
9L.

* * 1

•f

“T*

A

•.--i
*** 1

V*

gtnJgft.;
PaUiQ BImm.JSD
457
1.37 
$5407 
$219,959

students 
tax rate 
expenditure 
wealth

raouuilXSQ 
950 students
0.82 tax rate
$4701 expenditure 
$381,670 wealth

-27-
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EDINA BO
9

KxnviUsJSH
3324 stiidents
0.47 tax rate
$2863 expend
$280,484 wealth

----r
Center PainllSS}
376 Mudentx
0.57 tax rate
$3145 expend
$210,169 west th

/ •

4



I

***** District does not offer all 12 grades UkfttKM raatM» MM>
KLSBERO COUNTY

TEXAS

I
I

I

I

I
8

I
I

f Kfagtrille ISD
3278 studcstudents 

tax rate 
expend

JfiE—

O.8O
$3203 
$142,988 wealth

students 
tax rate 
expend

$13,276,273 wealth
*****

«

ns»'l

«

Riviera ISD
stuiknia
tax rate
expend
wealth

S6H0
$48X104

izr

SW4TA 
GERTRW06

1 1 r1

■

Am Ricardo ISD
373 students
1.32 tax rate
$3488 expend
$144,810 wealth 

*****

Santa Gertruda ISD
78
0.08
$12,840

LtutcdoiISB
44
0.13
$13,223
$10,006,630 wealth

students 
tax rate 
expend

-29~



B

1 0.84
CFI $3407 

$145,695

gs8H3|*aeg

• • • • * «*, •
g»P l§3«UEI’

KWORSOI

I District does not

f

* X‘
‘pROVlDENTY CITY WAS ‘ i 

ANNEXED TO HALLETTSVILLE! 
(143-901)

$3317
5180,916

students
tax rate

wealth

$3242

Hallettwille ISD
870
0.46
$3096
$422,019

Maumm ISD
students

YjuazallSIl
students
lax rate
expend

student*
tax rate
expend
wealth

-30-

$1,775,213 wealth

0.84 tax rate 
expenditure 
wealth

ShfastlSD
533 students
0.80 tax rate
$3546 expenditure
$122,887 wealth

expenditure

Hom* ISD

EzzdUSH
63
0.40$4483$1,036,512 wealthstudents tax rate expend

GENERAL HIGHWAY MAP 

LAVACA COUNTY TEXAS
mrt DEPMHISNT Of MMWAVt 

AOKMUC nMNMHAVKM 
NMOran* MMI MM

ua ooMiamn or twampoitatoh



or uj
«MfS* 

on** 
UUMil

1*0,0* *0
MU9M

LMftlOMt
COUNIT

TEXAS EDUCATION AGENCY 
WSTRICT SQUAW MUES, BY COUNTY

Coolidee ISD
students

2.

GENERAL HIGHWAY MAP 
LIMESTONE COUNTY 

TEXAS

0.77
$4289
$95,450

tax rate
expend
wealth

jMexialSD
2016 students
0.74 tax rate
$2658 expenditure
$113,605 wealth

3" W

■ ’ ”z’<

X1

,^/C

Groesbeck ISD
1117 students
0.63 tax rate
$5039 expenditure

I $971303 wealth

mwwWrUfflrBi
»

-31-
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ISO

PALACIOS ISO

'X

***** District does not

/
students 
tax rate 
expenditure

_■ z

CORRAL »»
MATAGORDA COUNTY 

TEXAS

*s>
4

0.67
$3585
$316,360

students
tax rate
expenditure

Bov Gin ISD
4139

Paladous ISD

$3316
$207,800 wealth

1080
0.73 
$3820
$332,870 wealth

Tidehaven ISD
students
tax rate

wealth

Egffl YluklSD.

expenditure

1417
0.46 
$2847 
$971,295

students 
tax rate 
expenditure 
wealth

32-

»**»•

Maiatorda ISD
139 students
0.83 tax rate
$5527 expenditure
$617,177 wealth

MATAGORDA ISD



I

I 

I 

I

I 

I

I

I

I 

I

1 

I

I

I

-33-
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NftCMfc YNM
@WWY mutS MUBIN aa.wKStwr ■naan own HMflUISfUQ. OMObOTNAHI avoMrv Mnvob MU*IM MfCMF Li COUNTY
imoi '•-'IWflDO OD <D at * MB
l«0*W LflBtAMI U0 lit • Mt

WSTMOOBM Hi • Ml
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tOUBW MWM40 c <71 AMBOMBS Mao 17 mb iti

COUNTY TOTAL •M

GENERAL. HIGHWAY MAP
MITCHELL COUNTY 

texas 
pure 0UMnpwt*3r hsmmm MP RMc rpMaraniioi 

up aoMnimr or txwwnkh



etudents 
tax rate 
expend 
wealth

Bitfiop ISD 
1283 
0.57 
$3331 
$327,920

Kobitotra ISD 
students 
tax rate 
expend 
wealth

students
tax rate
expend
wealth

$7022
$1,351,988 wealth

£mBUi£hrisliJS&
35.880
0.72
$2929
$163,830

EQtL&mwJSli
afiudente
lax irate
expend

SteBmuteJSIi. 
686 
1.10 
$4248 
$182,919

students 
tax rate 
expend 
wealth

CalaUen ISD
3507 saidents
1.03 tax rate
$3586 expenditure
$243,323 wealth

r T •

Tuioso-Midwav ISD 
2485 
0.82
$5030 
$488,243

students 
tax rate 
expend 
wealth

1965
0.98 
$3281 
$120,749

students 
tax rate 
expend 
wealth

4226
132

Pttfgr ISD. 
students 
tax rate 
expend 
wealth

DdiartlSD 
216 
0.65 
$4088 
$400,470

students 
lax rate 
expend 
wealth

Santa Cm ISD
46
0.55
$6513 
$1,071,209 wealth

students 
tax rate 
expend

London ISD
119 students
0.66 tax rate
$5327 expend
$503,591 wealth

flair llluff.ISP 
4185
0.81 
$2960 
$226,825

atudents 
tax tale 
expend 
wealth

GINUAl
NUECES COUNTY 

TEXAS 
NeiHMrWtMGl

MtOHWAV MAP

♦♦♦♦♦ District does not offer all 12 grades
rrzjss

-34-



$263,969 wealth

0.78
$3671
$329,990 wealth

Santo ISD
students
lax rate

-35-

mas amcanoM aoincv comer mums mu&nt county

119
0.87 
$3668 
$276,670

students 
tax rate 
expenditure 
wealth

306 students
0.78 tax rate
$4199 expenditure 
$425,497 wealth

M T^jiZ .
Palo Pinto ISD

' ■ 33 atudenu
0,14 tax rate
$4568 expend
$2,572,612 wealth

Mineral Welk ISD 
students 
tax rate 
expenditure

3281
0.88
$2820 
$119,860 wealth

expenditure

Gordon ISD
192
0.83 
$3867

students 
tax rate 
expenditure

mm M0MMM*
mismio eiNBi

■B. MOTMCTMMK CMVY
ia MLO two oom*
umi omoonod m M
wan GMOROOD UP l» 

Iimu MKiMlMLLSMO •H
Uniono IM SO

lift C
mtM MtORNVOtSD in e
mas ttMiao » 10}

fHWIMVHinCttO 17 in
UMM IHUWBO 1 w

CMTVTO1M w

***** District does not

GENERAL HIGHWAY MAP 

AMD PINTO COUNT* 
TEXAS 

tT*n MMHMUn Of HMHWMB 
4HDRaxicmM(va>rinM 

ua ■ManSnror ramwwwtnoM



I

***** District does not offer all 12 grades

8

I

I

IV 
iw 
SN tn

o
• N
111
IH

I

I

I

I

I

I

——4

Buuuand ISD.
292
0.66 
$5801 
$827,800

students 
tax rate 
expetsditure 
wealth 

ttttt

Rivtr Road ISD
1132
1.12 
$2788 
$90,088

students 
tax rate 
expenditure 
wealth

Amorim ISD.
24,560
0.98
$3166 
$163,278

students 
tax rate 
expenditure 
wealth

✓

Highland fork ISD
570
0.38 
$5200
$1370,891 wealth

students 
tax rate 
expenditure GENERAL HIGHWAY MAP 

POTTER COUNTY 
TEXAS 

»rau mpSvSni or mcmmvs uuc TftMapaffWM

us QUwmapiTOf iwueKmnmoN

I

-36-
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I
I
I
I
I
I
I
■I
I
I
I
8
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students 
tax rate 
expend

Crntdrirw-goptass ISD 
24 students
0.19 tax rate
$11,009 expenditure 
$5,350305 wealth

trteni ISD
82
0.30
$8353
$3,771,900 wealth

AUtamlSD
68 students
0.20 tax rate
$10,582 expend 
$5,390,967 wealth

***** District doesnot offer all 12 grades

□

9 AUfflDC

z

7si

-

students 
tax rale 
expend

Lt la ISD
46
0.75 
$7111 
$346,113

students 
tax rate 
expend 
wealth

>»•»

SbganiaJSD 
515 
0.80 
84560 
$335,710

Eanwa 1SQ
4123
0.71 
$2809 
$249,121

MiamuSD
234
0.31 
$5644

students 
tax rate 
expend

| $1,613,576 wealth
I-------- 7——_—

P-IW

students 
tax rate 
expenditure 
wealth

LgfsaJSI) 
2D?
0.73 
$5229 
$609,680

students 
tax rv-'r 
expenditure 
wealth

MskmJSO
254
1.00 
$5014 
$294312

X

students 
tax rate 
expenditure 
wealth

AlaxRttilSD
14
039
$8902 
$1527369 wealth

>»•>>

-38-

Roberts, Wheeler 
& Gray Counties

MtbnlklSD
90 students
0.85 tax rate
$8578 expend 
$594,497 wealth

WhttkrlSD
417 studenta
0.66 tax me
$4819 expenditure 
$446,066 wealth

aritauSC 
89 
0J0 
$10,887 
$1,421,930

student* 
tax me 
expenditure 
wealth



• •

S3815

students
tax rate

wealth

students
tax rate
expend
wealth

$4988
$268,628

$4197
$149,460

Henderson ISD
3488
0.90
$3278
$200,543

btvmae Channel ISD
students
IM rale
expenditures
wealth

Owrton ISD
students
Cm rate
expend
wealth

LaneviUglSD
students

tax rale

expenditure
wealth

Tatum ISD
1035
0.55
$5020
$887333

$103,581

West Rusk ISD
937 students
0.70 tax rate
$4325 expenditure
$625,167 wealth a^d|

FIT"’!'’-
expenditure

I-
I

Carlisle ISD
326 rtudents
0.93 tax rate
$3872 expend
$250,497 wealth

GENERAL HIGHWAY MAP 
RUSK COUNTY 

TEXAS
»T*n OtWWTWlMT or HMHW*n 

mppusuc nuHsram atkn

UA MMJITWXT or TtUNVONTAnOH

A 1
•Jgj r ' 1\

351 students i _ B

yi _ j 1.30 tax rate

rAc?
, i $5069 expenditure

< JuLi > $100,346 wealth VTA;r-L 1 7.£ —I

TEXAS EDUCATION 
DISTRICT SQUARE MILES. BY COUNTY

39-



I 
I 
I
I
8 
I
I
8 GtMtAAL HIGHWAY MAP 

STARR COUNTY 
TUAS

Rama ISD
3655 students
0.85 tax rate
$2864 expenditure
$45,611 wealth



TUAS tOUCAVION AMMO 
onmcT tquMt urn w ca rrr

40-



I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

Mudenta 
tax rate 
expend

YttiSuUSD.
116
0.76
$3214
$367,812 wealth 
_____ »♦♦»*
< » ■ i i . ■

US

I

I District does not offer all 12 grades

WtffrYamxISPVtXJSP p 
students

<KM«M. MOHW MW
TOM 0RUN COUNT*

TEXAS

1.18 
$4924 
$330,777

tax rate 
expenditure 
wealth

.-x; \

I
I

Gnuw Cntk-
Puliiam ISD
580 students

& 0.69 lax rate
$2671 expend
$132,119 wealth

I,/
r b1! J J"

k-k- | «
* J

J.

Sm Affgdd ISP 
13,516 
0.69 
$2686 
$148,392

students 
tax rate 
expend 
wealth

Chrismral ISP 
253 
0.96 
$5297

students 
tax rate 
expenditure 
wealth

-41-

Wall ISD
fAl students
0.53 tax rate
$3572 expenditure
$164,683 wealth

I



county %S.*i NO . Of tQ
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no, or
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283 
0.53 
$4473
$1380.001 wealth—
i

students 
tax rate 
expend

Eanes ISD
4192 students
1.23 tax rate
$5812 expend
$535,839 wealth

BOiuaxMUJSR 
3193 
0.83 
$2887 
$284,703

students 
tax rate 
expenditure 
wealth

Lake Travis ISD
1042
0.96
$7227
$1,094,688 wealth

students 
tax rate 
expenditure

AfoatuUSQ
985
0.82
$3417
$346,946 wealth

students 
tax rate 
expend

County
Austin ISD
54,628 students
0.83 tax rate
$4052 expenditure
$438,668 wealth

Del Valle ISD
4351
0.68 
$3078
$143,834 wealth

students 
tax rate 
expenditure

-43-
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TEXAS EDUCATION AGENCY 
DISTRICT SQUARE MSES. SY COUNTY

0.71
$5714
$484,103

Comstock ISD
students
tax rate

wealth

C
A

R
TA

 iV
A

l^Y
 ISO

GENERAL HIGHWAY MAP 
VAL VERDE COUNTY 

TEXAS 
ftm otntmtmv raoMimn 

<Wa*U*UCt1UiqM*tATW

UJL OCrxrWMT Of TMHSFOm'OTtON 
*m* warn

arA—1

expenditure

♦♦♦** District does not

students 
tax rate 
expend

JunoCSD.
9
0.16
$6003
$2,939,726 wealth

*****

San Felioe-
Del Rio C ISD

V) 8669 students
0.48 tax rate

1 $2505 expenditure
$69,412 wealth

no. or to. NO. Of IQ. imCEWJWTY maw wubm gigOttfBKI
MTWCTHMU 
VM VSMK CCWn

«MVUM ownNO 
nt

sown COUNTWl
moot JUHOC1O •it O 

o
at 
tilturn Mniftaitecaomaos 00MTOCKIW Utt o UNowtot CMTAVAUfTOO 

county total it
UN

w at
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I

I

•V

I

I

I

MEYERSVILLE IS

students 
tax rate 
expenditure

students 
tax rate 
expend 
wealth

NHnmlSQ 
86 
0.68 
$4103 
$435,658

I

ViftQria.QmxISSl 
11,885 
0.63 
$2950
$235385 wealthI

I

4

I

District does not offer all 12 grades



RUAS EDUCATION AGENCY 
■QUAM MMt, RY COUNIT

I

GENERAL HIGHWAY MAP 

VICTORIA COUNTY 
TEXAS

n»a MMimiun a Mrann 
Monauc wnramnon

*6870
$1,613,539 wealth

Aft-FarfXih. ISD
students
tax rate
expend

Bloomington ISP
831 students
0.64 tax rate
$3182 expend
$202,616 wealth

• • •

> 1



I

I 8

»

students
WaUaJSD
2505

Hemostead ISD
1015 students
0.93 tax rate
$3234 expend
$164,583 wealth

GENERAL HIGHWAY MAP WALLER COUNTV TEXAS
BTArt MMIHMHT W HKHWAV1
N«R*jc vwaran*non

us om«n«M <s tureranunai

tax rate 
expenditure

1.02
$3738 
$221,942 wealth

RotbIISP 
1057 
0.88 
$5384 
$624,544

students 
tax rate 
expenditure 
wealth

1

TEXAS EDUCATION AGENCY 
CMSTR1CT SQUARE MMXS, BY COUNTY

NR or «Q. Mfror^. WIMcouwrv ■MIN ■NON no. or
nmn 
NO. 
tr

omncTMia 
WMXER COUNTY

WMUt
COUNTY

OTMKR
COUNTOl %

wwn MEMKTMOUO Itl • MO
trooi WMLCOND •09 IM ailtrin OCTAL 80 Mr 0 Mr
101914 MTV CD 

COUNT* TOT*
it

•19
l» Ml
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Mexican American
Legal Defense
and Educational Fund

The Commerce Building, LTD
314 East Commerce Street
Suite 200
San Antonio, TX 78205
(512)224-5476

FILED
IN SUPREME COURTFebruary 6, 1989 OFTEXAS
rib 10 198SHon. Susan K. Bage, Clerk

Clerk
Court of Appeals 
Third Supreme JudiciaP. 0. Box 12547 Ry nopn«y
Capitol Station
Austin, TX 78711
Re; No. 3-87-190-CV--William Kirbyet al., v. Edgewood Independent School 

District, et al.,
Dear Ms. Bage:

Enclosed are additional pages which belong at the end of 
Petitioners/Plaintiffs’ Appendix. In his haste to complete our 
order, the printer failed to include the last pages among the 
copies in the Appendix that we sent to the Court on Friday. 
We apologize sincerely for the oversight.

The copies which were sent to counsel of record in this 
appeal were all correctly copied. As far as I know, only the 
copies that were sent to the Clerk lacked the final pages of the 
Appendix.

I am enclosing 12 copies of the missing pages, which I am 
asking that you file with the Appendix that you received last 
Friday. I send only the missing pages in order to minimize the 
amount of paper filed with the Clerk. However, if you require 
that a new and complete copy be filed, please let me know.

Again, we are sorry that these pages were left
Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

ALBERT H. KAUFFMAN 
Staff Attorney

FEB 0 7 89

AHK:mg

1430 "K" Street. N.W.
Suite 700
Washington, D.C. 20005
(202) 628-4074

604 Mission Street
10th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415)543-5598

The Commerce Building, LTD
314 East Commerce Street
Suite 200
San Antonio, Texas 78205
(512)224-5476

Regional Off Icea
343 South Dearborn Street
Suite 910
Chicano, IL 60604
(312)427-9363

National Office
634 South Spring Street
11th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90014
(213) 629-2512

Contributions Are Deductible for US Income Tax Purposes



5. The stated constitutional purpose, contained in Article 

VII, Section 1, is s "A general diffusion of knowledge being 

essential to the preservation of the liberties and rights of the 

people, it shall be the duty of the Legislature of the State to 

establish and wake suitable provision for the support and 

maintenance of an efficient system of public free schools."

The question beeches, does the random and often chaotic 

allocation of wealth among school districts and the resulting 

discrimination against students in the provision of education 

rationally serve the stated purposes of Article VII, Section 1? 

Is this funding scheme rationally related to the "support and 

maintenance of an efficient system" of public education or to 

accomplish the "general diffusion of knowledge."

6. Section 16.001 of the Texas Education Code expresses 

the State policy to be that "provision of public education is a 

State responsibility and that a thorough and efficient system -be 

provided and substantially financed through State revenue sources 

so that each student enrolled in the public school system shall 

have access to programs and services that are appropriate to his 

or her educational needs and that are substantially equal to 

those available to any similar student, notwithstanding varying 

local economic factors." The question becomes, does the random 

and often chortle allocation of wealth among school districts and 

the resulting discrimination against students in.the provision of 

education rationally serve the stated purposes of Section 16.001?

7. "School districts are but subdivisions of the state 

government, organized for convenience in exercising the govern­
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mental function of establishing and maintaining public free 

schools for the benefit of the people.” Lee v. Leonard I.S.D., 

24 S.W. 2d 449 (Tex. Civ. App. -- Texarkana 1930, error ref’d). 

And "the Legislature has authority to enlarge or consolidate 

school districts in such a manner as it deems fit.” North Common 

School District v. Live Oak County Board, 199 S.W. 3d 764 (Tex. 

1946).

8. The Texas Supreme Court in applying Article 1, Section 

3 of the Texas Constitution does not consider itself bound by 

decisions of the United States Supreme Court under the Fourteenth 

Amendment and the Texas courts are ’’free to accept or reject 

federal holdings" in formulating a body of law under the State’s 

own Constitution. Whitworth v. Bynum, 699 S.W. 2d at 196.

9. The Court must consider whether a statute is overbroad, 

over-inclusive or harsh when considering its constitutionality 

under the rational basis standard. Sullivan v. University 

Scholastic League, 616 S.W. 2d 170 (Tex. 1981) i Whitworth v. 

Bynum. 699 S.W. 2d 194 (Tex. 1985)

10. In Plyler v. Doe, 4,57 U.S. 202 (1982), the Supreme 

Court struck down Sec. 21.031 of the Texas Education Code which 

effectively barred undocumented children from Texas schools. 

While noting that education was not a fundamental interest under 

the Fourteenth Amendment, the Court held that a confluence of 

factors, including the implication of educational Interest, 

compelled the state to show it had a "substantial” Interest in 

its scheme. Id. at 231. Among the factors weighed in raising 

the level of justification of the state was the existence of
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innocent children who were burdened, as well as a nexus between 
those children and traditionally suspect classes, alienage and 
face.

B. The Defendants' Obligations

The State must demonstrate that its system of school finance

is rationally related to a legitimate state purpose.

C. Facts Demonstrating That the Texas System of 
Funding Public Education Does Have an Adverse 

Impact and Impinges Upon the Educational 
Opportunities Afforded Children

The Court has listed its findings on this issues in Section

II, supra.
D. Findings of Fact Demonstrating that the Existing 

System of Funding Public Education is Hot 
Rationally Related to the Purposes Expressed 

By Article 7, Section 1 ojf the Texas Constitution 
and/or Section 16.001 oi the Texas Education Code

The Court has listed its findings on this issue in Section 

II» suPra and Section IV infra.

E. Facts Demonstrating That the Adverse Impact 
Found to Exist as a kesult of the State 
System of Public School Finance is non­

justified by Local Control_or Preservation 
°i Community of interest

The Court has listed its findings on this issue in Section

II» supra and Section IV, infra.

F. Legal Conclusion

The system of public school finance in Texas creates and 

enforces classifications which have an adverse impact on
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plaintiffs. The system is not rationally related to legitimate

state purposes and violates Article I §§3 and 3(a) of the Texas

Constitution.

IV.
THE TEXAS SCHOOL FINANCE SYSTEM 
"1TTO ’AN "EFFICrENT~5YSTEH----

Plaintiffs and Plaintiff-Intervenors further contend that 

the Texas system for funding public education violates Article 

VII, Section 1 of the Texas Constitution.

A. Legal Standards

1. The Texas Constitution provides in Article VII, Section

1:
A general diffusion of knowledge being 
essential to the preservation of the 
liberties and rights of .the people, it shall 
be the duty of the Legislature of the State 
to establish and make suitable provision 

*■_ for the support and maintenance of an 
efficient system of public free schools.

2. The word efficient as defined in Webster's New

Collegiate Dictionary means "productive without waste."

3. The Oxford American Directory defines efficient as 

"acting effectively! producing results with little ‘ waste of 

effort." .

A.. The West Virginia Supreme Court has defined & thorough 

and efficient education as one that:

develops, as best the state of education 
expertise allows, the minds, bodies, and 
social morality of its charges to prepare 
them for useful and happy occupation, 
recreation and citizenship, and does so 
economically.
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Legal recognized elements in this definition 
are development in every child to his or her 
capacity of (1) literacy; (2) ability to add, 
subtract, multiply and divide numbers; (3) 
knowledge of government to the extent that 
the child will be equipped as a citizen to 
make informed choices among persons and 
issues that affect his own governance; (4) 
self-knowledge and knowledge of his or her 
total environment to allow the child to 
intelligently choose life work -- to know his 
or her options; (5) work-training and 
advanced* academic training as the child may 
intelligently choose; (6) recreational 
pursuits; (7) interests in all creative arts, 
such as music, theatre, literature, and the 
visual arts; (8) social ethics, both 
behavioral and abstract, to facilitate 
compatibility with others in this society.

Implicit are supportive services: (1) good 
physical facilities, instructional materials 
and personnel; (2) careful state and local 
supervision to prevent waste and to mor.itor 
pupil, teacher and administrative competency.

Pauley v. Kelly, 255 S.E. 2d 859 (W.Va. 1979).

5. The West Virginia Education Article, W.VA. CONST. Art.

XII §1 states:

The legislature shall provide, by general 
law, for a thorough and efficient system of 
free schools.

Based on this Article, the West Virginia Supreme Court held:

the Thorough and Efficient Clause requires 
the development of certain high quality 
educational standards, and it is in part by 
these quality standards that the existing 
educational system must be tested.

Pauley v. Kelly, 225 S.E. 2d 859, 878 (W.Va. 1979).

6. Based upon their respective ’’thorough and efficient” 

clauses, the Supreme Courts of Arkansas, Dupree v. Alma School
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District No. 30, 651 S.W. 2d 90 (1983) s New Jersey, Robinson v.

Cahill, 303 A.2d 272 (N.J. 1973)s and Wyoming, Washokie County

School District No. 1 v. Herschler, 606 P.2d 310 (Wyoming 1980)

found their respective school finance systems unconstitutional.

B. The State’s Requirement in View of the Law

Article VII, Section 1 of the Texas Constitution requires 

the State to maintain a cost-efficient/non-wasteful system of 

public free schools.

C. Facts Demonstrating That the Texas School 
Finance System Does Not Meet Its 

Obligations Under TfcX. CONST. Art. 7, 51

The Court has made its findings on this issue in Section II, 

supra and in addition finds as follows:

1. _ The school district configurations in Texas, harboring 

as they do vast disparities in wealth among the districts, are 

neither efficient nor equitable and result in significantly 

different educational opportunities for children and widely 

varying tax burdens for taxpayers. (Hooker, Walker, Foster)

2. There is no. underlying rationale in the district 

boundaries of many school districts in Texas and there are many 

districts that are pure tax havens. (Hooker, Walker, Foster, 

Moak)

3. There are tax haven districts with very few students 

that shelter substantial property wealth that could and should be 

used as a tax base to support public education. (Foster, Walker, 

PX 1)
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A, The system is not financially efficient. (Foster, 

Hooker)

5. If district organizational lines were reorganized the 

financial efficiency of the system could be greatly increased. 

(Moak, Hooker)

6. Those Individuals of political influence who could 

impact the political process by and large reside in districts of 

above average wealth. (Ward, Hooker, Foster)

7. The advantage of wealth and influence are enjoyed by 

the wealthy districts while the poor districts must survive with 

greatly limited resources and little or no means to improve their 

situation. (Ward, Boyd, Sawyer, Sybert, Hooker)

8. There are school districts operating within the State 

of Texas with full accreditation privileges an< recognized by the 

Texas Education Agency and the State of Texas for all purposes 

with as few as four students. (Bergin)

9. State monies are channeled to "tax haven districts” 

either via the current funding formula or though the manner in 

which the State chooses to disburse monies from the Available 

School Fund. (Hooker, Foster, Collins, Moak) .

10. The State of Texas has allowed many small districts to 

exist which because of diseconomies of scale are inefficient. 

Many of these small districts are also property poor. (Kirby, 

Hooker, Moak, PX 239)

11. Regardless of size some districts are inefficient 

because of lack of wealth which prevents them from providing a 

fully adequate educational program. (Hooker, Boyd, PX 239)
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12. The existing funding system creates "budget balanced 

districts" whose total property wealth is not available for the 

funding of public education; at average tax rates this loss to 

public education exceeds $200,000,000 annually. (Foster, PX 110)

13. Geographic anomalies exist in the pattern of district 

lines that result in unnecessary transportation costs and other 

inefficiencies; the Governor’s committee, appointed by Governor
«

Connally, in 1965, recommended that for purposes of efficiency 

and equity in distribution of funds, the legislature should 

pursue consolidation of inefficient districts. No legislative 

action has ever been taken on this recommendation. (Hooker, 
Moak, PX 239)

14. If- t-aifgc eoecvrg—district—lines■-ne—en-e—eeuW
—that—the—sys tein 'wa's f inanubally efficient ■ and & district

organizational lines were reorganized financial efficiency of the 

system could be greatly increased. (Moak, PX 239)

15. By taxing from larger areas of the state, the state 

could create and use for taxing purposes areas of similar 

property values for students. This would greatly reduce the 

existing large variations in expenditures per pupil, tax rates, 

inefficiency of many small districts and loss to budget-balance 

of other very wealthy districts. (Hooker, Moak, Ward)

D. Legal Conclusion
•>

The system of public school finance in Texas is not an 

efficient system and violates the Legislature’s duty required by 

Art. 7, fl of the Texas Constitution.
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V.
ATTORNEYS' FEES CLAIMS

A. Legal Standards

1. In proceedings under the Uniform Declaratory Judgment 

Act, TEX. CIV. PRAC. & REM. CODE §37.001, et seq., the Court may 

award costs and reasonable and necessary attorney’s fees.

2. In actions under TEX. CIV. PRAC. & REM. CODE §106.001, 

the Court may award the prevailing party reasonable attorneys 

fees as part of its costs.

B. Requirements In View of the Law

If Plaintiffs and Plaintiff-Intervenors are prevailing 

parties in this litigation, they are entitled to reasonable 

attorneys fees and costs against Defendants and Defendant- 

Intervenors. However, these attorneys fees can be barred by 

sovereign immunity or denied under the Court's discretion..

C. Facts Supporting Plaintiffs and Plaintiff- 
Intervenors Claims For Attorneys Fees

1. Plaintiffs and Plaintiff-Intervenors are prevailing 

parties in this litigation.

2. This is a case of supreme public importance.

3. Defendant-Intervenors have adopted the State's position 

in this litigation.

4. The reasonable and prevailing hourly rate for Plaintiffs 

and Plaintiff-Intervenors attorneys Albert Kauffman, Richard
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this

this

this

Gray, David Richards, Peter Roos and Roger Rice is $150 per hour. 

The reasonable rate for the other attorneys is the litigation in 
$1 ?0 per hour . Hr Jfawu "
Uvuds ft? .
v 5. Albert Kauffman expended 2,61)7.4 compensable hours in 
this litigation for which t^-<ie^iante^tU>d -»o -a fee of* $391,110.00.

6. Richard Gray expended 729.1 compensable hours in
litigation for which ■hf to a fee St $109,365.00.

7. David Richards expended 484.8 compensable hours in
„ fa

litigation for which he is -entitled- tcuA fee erf $72,720.00.

8. Peter Roos expended 333.8 compensable hours in
&

litigation fox which h-e -io -entitled _txx._a fee «-£ $50,070.00.

9. Roger Rice expended 508.4 compensable hours in

litigation for which to .a fee $76,260.00.

10. Norma Cantu expended 520.7 compensable hours in 

litigation for which s>h e-is eneit-tcd—to-a fee ef $62,484.00.
%

11. Camilo Perez expended 436 compensable hours in

litigation for which fee -et $52,320.00.

12. Renita Browning expended 271.1 compensable hours in
this litigation for which fee &£>$20.925.50.

13. Steve Martin expended 513.3 compensable hours in this 
litigation for

14. Jose 

this

this

this

which fee ^^$61,596.00.

Garza expended 45 compensable hours in this

which fee ©£ $5,400.00.

Roberto Juarez expended 60.5 compensable hours in

litigation for

15. Jose

this litigation for which t-1 »d fee $7,260.00.

16. Ken Shepherdson expended 12.85 compensable hours in 

this litigation for which lw-4s entitled te-ti fee $1,542.00.
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17. Phil Durst expended 13.0 howsAir. this litigation for 

which he i fl -e-fr-s-LtLe d_ to-a fee -ef $1,560.00.

18. Mitch Green expended 27.5

which he-i-o- entiH-ed—1»»< J

■ -..j heur-e^in this litigation for

fee $3,300.00.

19. A reasonable rate
litigation is $25 per 

compensable paralegal time on

fee e£ $108,337.50.

hour.
for paralegal costs in this

MALDEF expended 4,333.50 of
&S (

this litigation for which tt—frs 1

20. Richard Gray’s law firm expended 315.1 hours of 

paralegal - law clerk time for which it jre-^entifelred fee-a fee 

$7,877.50.
...................
21. MALDEF io - entits4-e4-—&o—reirrtbepe-enrerrto f ee expenses

(exclusive of Court costs) $62,760.96.
22. Attorney GrayS^

(exclusive of. Court costs $26,284.34.

Attorney Rice*Xjr

costs) Trf" $13,642.00.
f jBrowning ewteitled—1

jUUL*
of Court costs) ef-$390.83.

(

23.

(exclusive of Court

24.

expenses

Attorney

(exclusive

^.penses

seaent— for

D. Legal Conclusions

1. An award of attorneys fees to Plaintiffs and 

Plaintiff™Intervenora against both the Defendants and the 

Defendant-Intervenors is brrred by the doctrine of sovereign 

immunity,

2. In addition, the Court holds that an award of attorneys 

fees against Defendant-Intervenors would-be neither equitable nor 
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just under the terms of the Declaratory Judgment Act, TEX. CIV. 

PRAC. & REM. Code §37.009, and that even if Plaintiffs had 

prevailed under TEX. CIV. PRAC. & REM. Code §§106.001-003, the 

Court would decline to exercise its discretion to award fees 

against Defendant-Intervenors under TEX. CIV. PRAC. & REM. Code 

§106.002.

3. Were it not for the doctrine of sovereign immunity the 

Court would enter Judgement against Defendants for Plaintiffs and 

Plaintiff-Intervenors’ attorneys fees and costs.

VI.
REMEDY

A. Declaratory Judgment

Plaintiffs and Plaintiff-Intervenors are entitled to a 

Declaratory Judgment that the Texas School Financing System 

(Texas Education Code §§16.01, et seq., implemented in
W 1 *

conjunction with school district boundaries that contain unequal 

taxable property wealth for the financing of public education) 

violates the Texas Constitution, Art. 1 §3 and Art. 7 as

provided for in Tex. Civ. Prac. & Rem.. Code §§37.001 et seq.

B. Injunctive Relief

1. Plaintiffs and Plaintiff-Intervenors will suffer 

irreparable harm if Defendants are not enjoined from continuing 

to enforce the present Texas School Financing System (Texas 

Education Code §16.01 et seq. , implemented in conjunction with 

local school district boundaries that contain unequal taxable 

property wealth for the financing -of public education).
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2. Plaintiff and Plaintiff-Intervenors have . an inadequate 

remedy at law, making injunctive relief appropriate.

3. The Court has balanced the equities, considering the 

importance of education and the constitutional rights protected 

by this Court’s Judgment and the interests of Defendants and 

finds that the balance of equities favors the granting and 

staying of injunctive relief as ordered by the Court in its June 

1, 1987 Judgment.

4., The school children of Texas who do not receive an equal 

access to educational funds are irreparably harmed because the 

school districts in which they reside do not have the 

constitutionally guaranteed 'choice or ability 

educational services and programs available to 

to provide

students of

wealthier districts. The denial of equal educational

opportunities under the present system results in a harm -to 

school chilren that would be extremely difficult to calculate and 

allocate under the traditional law of money damages. 

Alternatives to an injunction could result in a multiplicity of 

lawsuits and unacceptable delay, all to the permanent and 

irreparable detriment of the educational advancement of hundreds 

of thousands of school children in Texas.

5. The Court orders an injunction under Tex. Civ. Prac. &

Remedies Code $65,001 et seq,, Tex. Gov. Code .524.011 and the 

general equity powers of the Court, as expressed in this Court’s

June 1, 1987 Judgment.
TR.608
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VII.
CONCLUSION

The Texas system of public school financing violates the

Texas Constitution, Art. 1 |3, Art. 1 §3a, and Art. 7 |1.

and injunctive relief.

FILED AND ENTERED

Plaintiffs and Plaintiff-Intervenors are entitled to declaratory

TR.609
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FSL.EDIN SUPREME COUR'I GF TEXAS—— NO. C-8353

IN THE

MAKV M. WARFIELD, CSerk SUPREME COURT OF TEXAS

Sy

EDGEWOOD INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT, ET AL.,

Petitioners

V.

WILLIAM KIRBY, ET AL.,

Respondents

RESPONDENTS' APPLICATION FOR 
EXTENSION OF TIME IN WHICH TO 
FILE RESPONSE TO APPLICATION 

FOR WRIT OF ERROR

TO THE SUPREME COURT OF TEXAS:

Come now the Andrews Independent School District, et al., 

the Eanes Independent School District, et al., the Irving In­

dependent School District, et al., and William Kirby, et al., 

Respondents herein and file this their Application for Extension 

of Time in Which to File Response to Application for Writ of 

Error, for which they would respectfully show the Court as 

follows:

RESPONDENTS’ APPLICATION FOR
EXTENSION OF TIME, PAGE 1
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FILEDCM SUPREME COURTOF TEXAS------ NO. C-8353

IN THE

IW M. WAKEFIELD, Cterfc SUPREME COURT OF TEXAS

Sy ..  -Deputy

EDGEWOOD INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT, ET AL., 

Petitioners

V.

WILLIAM AIRPY, ET AL.,

Respondents

RESPONDENTS' APPLICATION FOR 
EXTENSION OF TIME IN WHICH TO 
FILE RESPONSE TO APPLICATION 

FOR WRIT OF ERROR

TO THE SUPREME COURT OF TEXAS:

Come now the Andrews Independent School District, et al., 

the Eanes Independent School District, et al., the Irving In­

dependent School District, et al., and William Kirby, et al., 

Respondents herein and file this their Appli;..Lion for Extension 

of Time in Which to File Response to Application for Writ of 

Err*or, for which they would respectfully show the Court as 

follows:

RESPONDENTS' APPLICATION FOR
EXTENSION OF TIME, PAGE 1



1. On February 10, 1989, Applications for Writ of Error 

were docketed with this Court in the above styled and numbered 

cause. Petitioners, Alvarado Independent School District, et 

al., filed a fifty-page Application for Writ of Error and Peti­

tioners Edgewood Independent School District, et al., have filed 

a seventy-page Application for Writ of Error in this Court. 

Pursuant to the provisions of Rule 136 of the Texas Rules of 

Appellate Procedure, Respondents' Brief is due to be filed on the 

25th day of February, 1989, which is a Saturday, thereby making 

the Brief due in this Court on February 27, 1989. Due to the 

complexity of the issues and the extensiveness of the record, 

Respondents herein would respectfully request the Court for an 

extension of time in which to file their response to the Applica­

tion for i/rit of Error to and including the 17th day of March, 

1989. This request for extension is not made for the purposes of 

delay, but rather, so that justice may be done and the issues 

raised by the two applications for writ of error can be fully 

developed for this Court without the necessity of any motions to 

file briefs in excess of fifty pages.

WHEREFORE, PREMISES CONSIDERED, the Petitioners respectfully 

request this Court to grant this Motion for an Extension of Time 

in which to File their Response to the Petitioners Application 

for Writ of Error to and including the 17th day of March, 1989

RESPONDENTS' APPLICATION FOR
EXTENSION OF TIME, PAGE 2



and for such other relief to which they may show themselves 

justly entitled to receive.

Respectfully submitted,

LAW OFFICES OF EARL LUNA, P.C.
Earl Luna (Bar #12690000)
Robert E. Luna (Bar #12693000)
Mary Milford (Bar #14051000) 
4411 Central Building 
4411 N. Central Expressway
Dallas, Texas 75205

Attorneys for Appellants 
Andrews Independent School 
District, et al.

Jim Turner (Bar #20318500/
P. 0. Box 780
Crockett, Texas 75835

Attorney for Respondents 
Eanes Independent School 
District, et al.

James W. Deatherage
Power, Deatherage,

Tharp & Blankenship 
1311 W. Irving Blvd. 
Irving, Texas 75063

John F. Boyle, Jr.
Kenneth C. Dippel 
Robert F. Brown (Bar #13164725) 
Hutchison, Price, Boyle & Brooks 
3900 First City Center
Dallas, Texas “75201-4622

Attorneys for Respondent Irving 
Independent School District, et al.

Kevin P. O’Hanlon
Assistant Attorney General 
P. 0. Box 12548
Capital Station
Austin, Texas 78711--2548

Attorney for Respondent
William N. Kirby, et al.

RESPONDENTS’ APPLICATION FOR
EXTENSION OF TIME, PAGE 3



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This is to certify that a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing Application for Extension of Time in Which to File 
Response to Application for Writ of Error has on this date been 
mailed via Certified Mail, Return Receipt Requested, to the 
counsel of record as shown below, on this the 14th day of Febru­
ary, 1989.

Mr. Richard E. Gray III
Gray & Becker
807 Brazos, Suite 901
Austin, TX 78701

Mr. David R. Richards 
Richards & Durst
600 W. 7th Street
Austin, TX 78701

Mr. Albert H. Kaufman
Mexican-American Legal

Defense & Educational Fund
314 E. Commerce St., Suite 200
San Antonio, TX 78205

"app/ex-edgewood"
(MM1)

RESPONDENTS’ APPLICATION FOR
EXTENSION OF TIME, PAGE 4



IN SUPREME COURT
OF TEXAS

VEB 20 E>83 NO. C-8353
MART M.. WAKtHELD, Clerk

By------- - ---------- __Deputy IN supREME C0URT Qp TEXAS

EDGEWOOD INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT, et al.,

Petitioners/Plaintiffs,

V.

WILLIAM KIRBY, et al.,

Respondents/Defendants, 
Defendant-Intervenors.

PETITIONERS’ RESPONSE TO RESPONDENTS’ APPLICATION FOR 
EXTENSION OF TIME IN WHICH TO FILE RESPONSE 

TO APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF ERROR

TO THE SUPREME COURT OF TEXAS:

Come now Edgewood Independent. School District, et al., 

Petitioners, who file this response in opposition to the 

Respondents’ application for extension of time in which to file 

response to application for writ of error. Petitioners request 

that this Court require the Respondents briefs to be filed no 

later than February 27, 1989. In support of this response,

Petitioners would show as follows:



1. That Petitioners' application for Writ of Error was hand

delivered to State Defendant’s Attorney on February 3, 1989 and

was received by each of the other defense attorneys on February

6, 1989.

2. That the February 27, 1989 date will give the

Respondents 24 or 21 days to respond.

3. Though the issues in this case are important and

complex, the issues in the case have been thoroughly and

exhaustively briefed (approximately 300 pages) before the Court 

of Appeals and very little additional briefing is necessary for 

the filing of Respondents’ briefs in the case. Indeed the 

Petitioners' briefs cover the same arguments as those before the 

Court of Appeals and a few additional arguments.

4. This request for a delay by the Defendants comes at an 

especially important time in terms of this Court's session and in 

term of the Legislative session. Petitioners' consistent efforts 

to get this issue before the Supreme Court at the earliest 

possible date will be thwarted by granting a delay in this case.

5. This is a case of supreme public importance. Both the 

court system and the legislative decision are watching this case 

with great interest. However most important the children of poor 

wealth districts in Texas must attend poor wealth districts one 

additional year beginning in August 1989. Their chances for 

equal opportunity will only be realized if this Court and the 

Legislature deal with this problem as soon as possible. Further 

delay denies the rights of the 1,000,000 children in low wealth 

school districts in Texas.
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WHEREFORE, PREMISES CONSIDERED, Petitioners pray:

(1) that Respondents request for extension of time be 

denied;

(2) that Respondents' briefs be due n? later than February

27, 1989; and

(3) that this case be expedited as much as possible.

Respectfully submitted,

ANTONIA HERNANDEZ
NORMA V. CANTU
JOSE GARZA
JUDITH A. SANDERS-CASTRO
ALBERT H. KAUFFMAN
Mexican American Legal Defense 

and Educational Fund
140 E. Houston Street
The Book Building, Suite 300
San Antonio, TX 78205 
(512)224-5476

ROGER RICE 
CAMILO PEREZ 
PETER ROOS 
META, INC.
50 Broadway 
Somerville, MA 
(617)628-2226

02144

DAVID HALL
TEXAS RURAL LEGAL AID, INC.
259 S. Texas
Weslaco, TX 78596

ATTORNEYS FOR PETITIONERS 
EDGEWOOD ISD, ET AL.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I have sent by certified mail return receipt requested by
U.S. mail copies of Petitioners' Response to Respondents' 
Application for Extension of Time in Which to File to Response 
To Application for Writ of Error on this 17th day of February, 
1989, to all counsel of record.

Mr. John F. Boyle, Jr.
Mr. Kenneth C. Dippel
Mr. Robert F. Brown
Hutchison, Price, Boyle & Brooks
3900 First City Center
Dallas,, Texas 75201-4622
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Mr. Camilo Perez-Bustillo
Mr. Roger Rice
META , Inc.
50 Broadway
Somerville, MA 02144

Mr. Richard E. Gray, III
Gray & Becker
323 Congress Ave., Ste. 300 
Austin, TX 78701

Mr. Robert E. Luna
Law Offices of Earl Luna, P.C. 
4411 Central Bldg.
4411 N. Central Expressway
Dallas, TX 75205

Mr. James W. Deatherage
Power, Deatherage, Tharp &
Blankenship

1311 W. Irvin Blvd.
Irving, TX 75063-7220

Hon. Jim Mattox
Attorney General 
Supreme Court Building 
Austin, TX 78711-2548

Mr. Kevin T. O'Hanlon 
Assistant Attorney General 
P. 0. Box 12548
Capitol Station 
Austin, TX 78711

Mr. David Hall
Texas Rural Legal Aid, Inc. 
259 S. Texas
Weslaco, TX 78701

Mr. Timothy L. Hall 
Mr. Jim Turner 
Hughes & Luce 
400 W. 15th
Suite 1500 
Austin, TX 78701

Mr. Jerry Hoodenpyle
Rohne, Hoodenpyle, Lobert &

Myers
P. 0. Box 13010
Arlington, TX 76013 .

ATTORNEY FOR PETITIONERS 
EDGEWOOD, ET AL.
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No. C-8353
********

IN THE
SUPREME COURT OF TEXAS

********
EDGEWOOD INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT, et al.,

Petitioners
V.

WILLIAM N. KIRBY, et al.,
Respondents

********
BRIEF IN RESPONSE TO PETITIONERS• AND 

PETITIONER-INTERVENORS' APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF ERROR 
FOR THE STATE OF TSXAS, AND

WILLIAM N. KIRBY, TEXAS COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION, TEXAS 
STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION, HON. WILLIAM CLEMENTS, GOVERNOR OF 
TEXAS, HON. ROBERT BULLOCK, COMPTROLLER OF TEXAS, HON. JIM 
MATTOX, ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS

JOHN DAVID THOMPSON, III General r 3unsel 
Texas Education Agency

W ft w tow

Respectfully submitted,
JIM MATTOX
Attorney General of Texas
MARY F. KELLER
First Assistant
Attorney General
lou mccreary
Executive Assistant 
Attorney General

. JAMES C. TODD, Chief 
General Litigation Division
KEVIN O'HANLON
Assistant Attorney General 
State Bar No. 15235500 
General Litigation Division 
P.O. Box 12548
Capitol Station
Austin, Texas 78711 
(512) 463-2120
ATTORNEYS FOR RESPONDENTS



LIST OF PARTIES

In order that the members of the court may determine 
disqualification or recusal pursuant to the Texas Rules of 
Appellate Procedure, Rule 131(a), Respondent certifies that the 
following is a complete list of all parties to this case:

PLAINTIFFS AND APPELLEES BELOW, PETITIONERS HEREIN

EDGEWOOD INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
SOCORRO INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
EAGLE PASS INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
BROWNSVILLE INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
SAN ELIZARIO INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
SOUTH SAN ANTONIO INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
LA VEGA INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
PHARR-SAN JUAN-ALAMO INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
KENEDY INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
MILANO INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
HARLANDALE INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
NORTH FOREST INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
ANICETO ALONZO, on his own behalf and as next friend of SANTOS 

ALONZO, HERMELINDA ALONZO and JESUS ALONZO
SHIRLEY ANDERSON, on her own behalf and as next friend of 

DERRICK PRICE
JUANITA ARREDONDO, on her own behalf and as next friend of 

AUGUSTIN ARREDONDO, JR., NORA ARREDONDO and SYLVIA ARREDONDO 
MARY CANTU, on her Own behalf and as next friend of JOSE CANTU, 

JESUS CANTU and TONATIUH CANTU
JOSEFINA CASTILLO, on her own behalf and as next friend of MARIA 

CORENO
EVA W. DELGADO, on her own behalf and as next friend of

OMAR DELGADO
RAMONA DIAZ, on her own behalf and as next friend of MANUEL DIAZ 

and NORMA DIAZ
ANITA GANDARA, JOSE GANDARA, JR., on their own behalves and as 

next friend of LORRAINE GANDARA and JOSE GANDARA, III
NICOLAS GARCIA, on his own behalf and as next friend of NICOLAS 

GARCIA, JR., RODOLFO GARCIA, ROLANDO GARCIA, GRACIELA GARCIA, 
CRISELDA GARCIA, and RIGOBERTO GARCIA

RAQUEL GARCIA, on her own behalf and as next friend of FRANK 
GARCIA, JR., ROBERTO GARCIA, RICARDO GARCIA, ROXANNE GARCIA 
and RENE GARCIA

HERMELINDA C. GONZALEZ, on her own behalf and as next friend of 
ANGELICA MARIA GONZALEZ

RICARDO J. MOLINA, on his own behalf and as next friend of JOB 
FERNANDO MOLINA

OPAL MAYO, on her own behalf and as next friend of JOHN MAYO, 
SCOTT MAYO and REBECCA MAYO

HILDA S. ORTIZ, on her own behalf and as next friend of JUAN 
GABRIEL ORTIZ
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RUDY C. ORTIZ, on his own behalf and as next friend of MICHELLE 
ORTIZ, ERIC ORTIZ and ELIZABETH ORTIZ

ESTELA PADILLA and CARLOS PADILLA, on their own behalves and as 
next friend of GABRIEL PADILLA

ADOLFO PATINO, on his own behalf and as next friend of ADOLFO 
PATINO, JR.

ANTONIO Y. PINA, on his own behalf and as next friend of ANTONIO 
PINA, JR., ALMA MIA PINA and ANA PINA

REYMUNDO PEREZ, on his own behalf and as next friend of RUBEN 
PEREZ, REYMUNDO PEREZ, JR., MONICA PCREZ, RAQUEL PEREZ, 
ROGELIO PEREZ and RICARDO PEREZ

DEMETRIO RODRIGUEZ, on his own behalf and as next friend of 
PATRICIA RODRIGUEZ and JAMES RODRIGUEZ

LORENZO G. SOLIS, on his own behalf and as next friend of JAVIER 
SOLIS and CYNTHIA SOLIS

JOSE A. VILLALON, on his own behalf and as next friend of RUBEN 
VILLALON, RENE VILLALON, MARIA CHRISTINA VILLALON and JAIME 
VILLALON

PLAINTIFF-INTERVENORS AND APPELLEES BELOW, PETITIONERS HEREIN

ALVARADO INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
BLANKET INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
BURLESON INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
CANUTILLO INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
CHILTON INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
COPPERAS COVE INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
COVINGTON INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
CRAWFORD INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
CRYSTAL CITY INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
EARLY INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
EDCOUCH-ELSA INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
EVANT INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
FABENS INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
FARWELL INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
GODLEY INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
GOLDTHWAITE INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
GRANDVIEW INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
HICO INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
JIM HOGG COUNTY INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
HUTTO INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
JARRELL INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRIC...
JONESBORO INDEPENDENT CHOOL DISTRICT
KARNES CITY INDEPENDEu. SCHOOL DISTRICT
LA FERIA INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
LA JOYA INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
LAMPASAS INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
LASARA INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
LOCKHART INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
LOS FRESNOS CONSOLIDATED INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
LYFORD INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
LYTLE INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
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MART INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
MERCEDES INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
MERIDIAN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
MISSION INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
NAVASOTA INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
ODEM-EDROY INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
PALMER INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
PRINCETON INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
PROGRESSO INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
RIO GRANDE CITY INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
ROMA INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
ROSEBUD-LOTT INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
SAN ANTONIO INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
SAN SABA INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
SANTA MARIA INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
SANTA ROSA INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
SHALLOWATER INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
SOUTHSIDE INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
STAR INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
STOCKDALE INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
TRENTON INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
VENUS INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
WEATHERFORD INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
YSLETA INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
CONNIE DEMARSE 
H. B. HALBERT 
LIBBY LANCASTER 
JUDY ROBINSON 
FRANCES RODRIGUEZ 
ALICE SALAS

DEFENDANTS AND APPELLANTS BELOW, RESPONDENTS HEREIN

WILLIAM N. KIRBY, INTERIM TEXAS COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION 
THE TEXAS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION
MARK WHITE, GOVERNOR OF THE STATE OF TEXAS
ROBERT BULLOCK, COMPTROLLER OF THE STATE OF TEXAS 
THE STATE OF TEXAS
■JIM MATTOX, ATTORNEY GENERAL OF THE STATE OF TEXAS

DEFENDANT-INTERVENORS AND APPELLANTS BELOW, RESPONDENTS HEREIN

ANDREWS INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
ARLINGTON INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
AUSTWELL TIVOLI INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
BECKVILLE INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
CARROLLTON-FARMERS BRANCH INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
CARTHAGE INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
CLEBURNE INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
COPPELL INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
CROWLEY INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
DESOTO INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
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